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another cowardly knight of the same Christian name, one Sir
Mm Falstaffe, in the old play of Henry VL (for both Hall and
Holinshed call him rightly Fastolfe,) he was able to do without
having the trouble to invent or hunt after a new one; not per-
ceiving or regarding the confusion which the transfer would
naturally make between the two characters. However this may
have been, there is every reason to believe [that when these
two plays came out of our author's hands, the name of Oldcastle
supplied the place of Falstajf. He continued Ned and GadshiU9
and why should he abandon Oldcastle^ a name and character to
which the public was already familiarised, and whom an audience
would indisputably be much more glad to see along with his old
companions than a stranger; if indeed our author himself did not
at the time he was writing these dramas, take the Sir John Old-
castle of the original play to be a real historical personage, as
necessarily connected with his story as Hal or Hotspur.

RITSON.

I take this opportunity of expressing my concurrence with Mr.
Ritson's sentiments on this subject, and of declaring my opinion
that the tradition of Falstaff having been originally Oldcastle is
by no means disproved. The weight of real evidence appears to
me to be on the side of Fuller,, who lived near enough to the
time of Shakspeare to be accurately informed,, and had no temp-
tation to falsify the real fact. To avoid fatiguing the reader with
a long train of facts and arguments, it may be sufficient to rely-
on two authorities which have been too slightly attended to, if
they may be said to be noticed at all. The first is Weever,
writing at the very period, who describes Oldcastle as Shakspeare
does Falstaff, as the page of Thomas Mowbray, Duke of Norfolk,
a circumstance which could hardly have happened if Falstaff had
not originally been Oldcastle. The other is Nathaniel Field, a
player in Shakspeare's company, who might have acted in the
play himself, who could not be mistaken, and who expressly
refers to Falstaff by the name of Oldcastle. (See p. 193.) Against
these testimonies and others what has been opposed ? May I
not say, conjecture and inference alone? Conjecture, I admit,
very ingeniously suggested, and inference very subtilly extracted ;
but weighing nothing against what is equivalent to positive evi-
dence.

*' Then was Jack Falstaff, now sir John, a boy; and page to
Thomas Mowbray, duke of Norfolk." Henry IV. Part II. Act III.
Sc. II. The following circumstances, tending to prove that
Shakspeare altered the name of Oldcastle to that^of Falstaff, have
hitherto been overlooked. In a poem by J. Weever, entitled
The Mirror of Martyrs, or the Life and Death of that thrice
valiant Capitaine and most godly Martyre, Sir John OMcastle,
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